New things are made familiar, and familiar things are made new Samuel Johnson, British lexicographer, poet, and essayist (1709-1784) 
Readers of the Canadian Association of Radiologist Journal often assume that only academic radiologists are involved in the review of manuscripts that the journal publishes. Although a large number of the reviewers are located in academic centres, community radiologists are often involved in peer review. Reviewers may come from any branch of the radiology community, including physicists and technologists, when the manuscript subject matter is appropriate.
So why should you as a reader of the journal even consider being a reviewer? One of the positive aspects of being a reviewer is that you can mold what actually appears in the journal. Sometimes the board of editors looks at manuscripts that are submitted and decides out of hand they are not appropriate for the readership because of the subject matter, but this decision is often also precipitated by the opinions of reviewers. In addition, reviewers have an important role in pointing out drawbacks and problems that the authors may not have thought of when they wrote the manuscript. The process of review is meant to be a constructive one. The reviewers' comments can help restructure a manuscript in such a way that it is improved. You as reviewers play an important role in ensuring that the quality of the material published in the journal remains high. This, in turn, contributes to improving the quality of the radiology literature worldwide because the journal is indexed by several major search engines and indexing services and, therefore, is viewed world wide.
There are other more personal reasons for a being reviewer. Reviewers have an opportunity to see what is forthcoming in the literature before the general readership. The process of doing reviews also is a learning experience. Although many reviewers are extremely well acquainted with the background matter of the manuscripts being reviewed many of us (myself included) find that we end up having to read around papers that we review thereby making the process of reviewing an important continuing medical education (CME) project. This is recognized by the College of Physicians and Surgeons of Canada, which allows reviewers to claim CME category 2 credits. For each hour spent reviewing, 2 CME credits can be claimed. It is quite easy to build up a significant number of CME credits in this way. I would encourage all of you to consider at least trying this. Some of our best reviewers are those located in nonacademic centres and community hospitals. Reviewers in these settings often have an extremely practical and clear vision of what a manuscript will convey to the readership of the journal. At present, the paucity of reviewers is a significant bottleneck, which slows down the process of manuscripts being quickly and efficiently evaluated and then published. We are always seeking keen, interested, and motivated reviewers. For those of you who feel uncomfortable about doing reviews or not sure how to go about reviewing, I would recommend the excellent article by Provenzale and Stanley [1] .
We look forward to hearing from you in the near future! 
